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Revolutionary War, it
appears that most of
Forsyth's residents
supportecl the Southern
Confederacy (Fries et al.
1676:133) and the
region supplied three
companies of men
almost immediately.
Like other areas
tlrcoughou’c the South,
Forsyth C ounty suffered
from the I:Larcls}lips
brought on by the Civil
War, Although no
major action occurred in
the immediate area
duﬁng the Cavil War,
Salem was Lrieﬂy
occupied by Union

troops in April 1865 [Figure 8. U.S. Coastal Survey map of 1865 showing the Forsyth County area.

and then again at the
war's end ]ay the Tenth
Regiment of Ohio Volunteers (Fries et al. 1976:142).

Al’chough Forsyth never relied as heavily on
sla.very ag many other regions, after the Civil War there
was agriculf:ural stagnation, with the farms growing
smaller and being subdivided. Subsistence crops were
increasingly unpopu]ar as more farmers turned to
tobacco and other uon-food crops {Fries et al.
1976:178). Pet]laps more damaging to agriculi:ure
than the loss of slaves was the increasing competition
from inclush:y, which pu.uecl labor away. Much of this
activity surrounded tobacco and, in fact, before the end
of the nineteenth century Forsyth would boast 22
factories employing 4,000 laborers — all working to
produce ten million pounds of chewing tobacco (Fries
et al. 1976:180). While not the first in the market, in
175 R.J. Reynolds, a Confederate war-veteran, erected
his first Winston factory, By 1888 the company was
incorporated as the R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Company,
competing with 30 other firms (Fries et al. 1976:183-
186).

Just as short-sta,ple cotfon produc’cion was
revolutionized by Whitney's cotton gin, the tobacco

industry embarked on a chapter in its history with the
introduction of William Cyrus Brigg's cigarette-making
machine. Producing 60 cigarettes per minute a pac]zer
was also quickly added — stimulating, if not actually
permitting, the growth of Winston-Salem’s cigarette
industry (Fres et al. 1976:187). At the end of the
nineteenth century the county's four tobacco
warehouses sold more than 15 million pounds annually.
There were 25 leaf—]:louses, three cigar factories, and
four cigarette factories (State Board of Agriculture
1896:338). As tobacco increased in importance, so too
did the black populaﬁon, coming into the region to
work as unskilled labor in the factories. By 1890 the
population of the county had grown to about 30,000,
with 4,000 being African Americans.

In 1913 Winston was consolidated with
Salem, becoming Winston-Salem and the town
remained the largest in North Carolina until the 1930
densus. Althoug]:l tobacco continued to be the lifeblaod
of the community, there were hoth other industries and
agrculture. In fact, Forsyth County by mid-century
boasted an average corn yield of 50 bushels per acre,
while the rest of the state could report an average of
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only 20 bushels per acre (Fries et al. 1976:244).
Forsyth, by 1925, was not only the worlds largest
manufacturer of tobacco products, it was the county'’s
largest manufacturer of knot goods, the South's largest
manufacturer of woolen goods, and the region’s largest
manufacturer of wagons (Fries et al. 1976:148).
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METHODS

Field Methods

The initially proposed feld tecb.uiques involved
the placement of shovel tests at 100-foot intervals
along transects also placed at 100-foot intervals with
shovel tests expected to be 1.0-foot in diameter and
1.0-1.5-feet below the surface, or to subsoil. In areas
considered to have a low pro]:)abi]ity for the IeCovery of
archaeological sites, shovel tests were excavated at 200-
foot intervals. In areas of obvious disturbance, (suc]:
as the area being borrowed), standing water, wetlands,
and slope of greater than 15%, no tests would be
excavated (Figure 9). All soil would be screened through
Y% inch mesh, with each test numbered sequentially.
All qultural remains would be coﬂecte&, except for sheH,
martar, and brick, which would be quantitatively noted
in the field and

placed at either 25 or 50-foot intervals in a simple
cruciform pattern until two consecutive negative shovel
tests were encountered. The information required for
completion of North Carolina Office of State
Archaeclogy site forms would be collected and

Photograp]ls would be taken, i warranted in the
opinion of the feld investigators,

Site Evaluation

Sites will be evaluated for further work hased
on the eligibility criteria for the National Register of
Historic Places. Chicora Foundation only provides an
opinion of National Register eligibility and the final

discarded. Notes would ' B

be maintained for

profiles at any sites }
encountered. ﬁ

During the
gurvey it was noted that
portions of the project
areas had moderate to
excellent surface
visi})ﬂity, permitting a
pedestrian survey to be
performed. When sites
were identified either ]Jy
shovel testing or
pecles’trian survey,
further shovel tests
would be excavated to
obtain data on site
Loundaries, artifact
quantity and diversity,
site integrity, and
’cemporal affiliation.

These tests would be Figure 9. View of borrowed area in survey tract to the southeast.
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igure 10. View of borrowed pit area to the southwest.

determination is made by the Office of State
Archaeology.

The criteria for eligibility to the National
Register of Historic Places is described by 36CTFR60.4,
which states:

the quali’cy of significance in
American history, architecture,
archaeology, endineering, and
culture is present in &istric’cs, sites,
]Jujlt:lings, structures, and objects
that possess integrity of location,
clesign, setting, mai’erials,
Workmanship, £eeling, and
association, and

a. that are associated with events
that have made a siguiﬁcant
contribution to the broad patterns
of our history; or

b. that are associated with the lives

of persons sigrﬁﬁcan’c in our past;
or

c. that eml)o&y the distinctive
characteristics of a type, period, or
method of construction or that
represent the work of a master, or
that pOssess Ligh artistic values, or
that represent a s-igni.{:ican’c and
clisﬁnguisha]:ble entity whose
components may lack individual
clisﬁncﬁon; or

d. that have yieldecl, or may be
lilzely to yielcl, information
important in prellistory or l:listory.

National Register Bulletin 30 (Townsen& etal.
1993) provides an evaluative process that contains five
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steps for forming a clearly defined explicit rationale for
either the site's eligi})i].i’cy or lack of eligibility. Briefly,
these gteps are:

n identification of the site’s data sete
or categories of arc]naeological
information such as cerarmics, lithics,
subsistence remains, architectural
remains, or sub-surface fea,’cures;

» identification of the historic
context applicahle to the site,
providing a framework for the
evaluative process;

w identification of the important
research questions the site might be
ahble to aclclress, given the data sets
and the context;

» evaluation of the site’s
arc‘naeological integrity to ensure
that the data sets were sufﬁciently
well preserved to address the research
questions; and

s identification of important
research questions among al of

’t]:lose Wllich migh’c be a,slaed and

answered at the site.

This approach, of course, has been developed
for use documenﬁng e]igﬂ)i]ity of sites being a.ctuaﬂy
nominated to the National Register of Historic Places
where the evaluative process must stand a.lone, with
relaﬁvely little reference to other documentation and
where typicaﬂy only one site is being considered.

L__a.]aoratorv Ana.lvsis

The clean:lng and analysis of artifacts was
conducted in Columbia at the Chicora Foundation
laboratories. These materials have heen ca’calogued and
accessioned for curation at the North Carolina Office
of State Archaeology, the closest regional repository.
The site forms for the identified archaeo‘logical sites
have been filed with the North Carolina Office of State

Axchaeology. Field notes and photographic materials
have heen prepared for curation using archival
standards and will he trans£erred, along with artifacts
recovered from all sites, to the North Carolina Office
of State Archaeology as soon as the project is complete.
Analysis of the collections followed professionally
accepted standards with a level of intensity suitable to
the quantity and quality of the remains.
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RESULTS

Introduction

The intensive shovel testing and pe&estrian
survey identified twenty sites in the 260 acre tract for
the proposed Hanes Mill Landfill expansion (Figure
11).  Of these twenty siles, none are considered
potenﬁaﬂy eligil)le for inclusion on the National
Register of Historic Places.

Site 31FY1065 is a scatter of lithics situated
on a ridgetop with an elevation of 930 feet AMSL that
slopes steeply to the north towards a ﬂnger of Grassy
Creek in the northern portion of the survey tract. The
site was located clur'mg a pecles’crian survey of a cleared
area and erosional gully underneath two powerline
towers, approximately 900 fect south of the Grassy
Creek finger to the norl:h, and 1200 feet west of Grassy
Creeck. The nearest road, Ziglar Road, is 1100 feet
north of the site. The site’s central UTM coordinates
are N4005100 E563120.

After malzing a general collection of the site
and determining the surface scatter boundaries, 22
shovel tests were excavated in an undisturbed forested
area west and southwest of the surface scatter (Figure
12). None of these shovel tests produced artifacts,
i.ndicaﬁng that the site has been expose:d through
maintenance of the powarlines and erosion of the
ridgetop. Artifacts recovered from the general surface
co].lection, which spanned an area measuring 70 feet }Jy
120 feet, include two potentially used rhyolite flakes,
two primary rhyo”ite flakes, a secon&ary rhyolite ﬂa.l:e,
three interior rhyoﬂite flakes, two primary quartz flakes,
two secondary quartz, flakes, and four quartz shatter.

Site 31FY1065 is located on Hiwasse clay
loam soils. In general, these soils have an A horizon in
the upper 0.8 faot below the surface of reddish-brown
(8YR3/4) loam, overlying a dark red (2.5YR3/6) clay

B21t horizon with a depth of up to 32 inches, While
shovel testing in the forested areas suggested that the A
horizon was depleted ]Dy 'only a few inches in some
cases, the ]JE.I'C{—PED B horizon soils were evident on the
surface of the site, suggesting erosion on the expose{l
ticlgef:op.

The data sets present at the site include 16
non-diagnostic lithics, In order to be considered
potentially eligible, a site must have the abi]ity to
address Bigniﬁcant research questions, This a!:n]a’cy
generauy requires that a site have diagnostic artifacts
that can help understand the site's chromology,
subsurface artifacts and £eat-ures, and ethnobotanical
and faunal remains. Site 31FY1065 does not contain
any of the elements necessary to address significant
research guestions. It is unlikely given the eroded
nature of the site, the previous powerline construction,
and the lack of subsurface artifacts that this site will
produce further artifacts or features that will have the
a]::i]i’cy to address signjficant research questions. For
these reasons, we recommend 31FY1065 as ineligible
for the National Register. No further management
worl is recommended.

Site 31FY10660 is another lithic scatter on
the same ridgetop as 31FY1065, but 500 feet to the
south. This site was also located during a pedestrian
survey of the cleared area beneath power lines. The
elevation of the ridgetop is 930 feet AMSL. The
central UTM coordinates are N4004980 B563120.
The nearest water source is a ﬁnger of Grassy Creelz,
approximately 1300 feet north of 31FY1066, Ziglar
Road is located 1600 feet north of the site.

A general surface collection was made of the
area and we determined that the surface scatter covered
an area measuring 110 feet by 100 feet. Most of the
surface scatter was located along the dirt road and in
areas with no vegetation (Figure 12). Seven shovel
tests were excavated in a small area of young pines
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where some of the surface artifacts were located.
Artifacts collected from the surface include two primary
quartz flakes, three interior quartz flakes, a seconaary
rhyolite flake and an interior r]:lyoli{:e flake.. Shovel
tests were not placed in the area containing scrub
vegetation and young pines because the B horizon soils
were visible at the surface and were hard pan. The
shovel tests pro&uced no artifacts,

Site 31FY1060 is located on Hiwasee clay
loam with two to six percent slopes. As in the case of
site 31FY1065, the B horizon soils, generally dark red
(2.5YR3/6) clay up to 32 inches, were visible on the
much of the surface of the site. Shovel tests did reveal
a few inches of A horizon soils, reddish-brown
(5YR3/4) loam, but wete not the expected seven inches.
The depletion of the A horizen is most likely due to
construction and maintenance of the power lines and
subsequent erosion of the expose& A horizon.

As mentoned al)ove, a site must have the
ability to address significant research questions in order
to be considered potenﬁaﬂy e]ig!ﬂ)le for the National
Register. In general, a site must .have diagnostic
artifacts, a sufficient quantity of artifacts, intact
£eatures, and materials that can address su]asis’cence,
such as ethnobotanical and faunal remains. Site
31FY1066 contains only non-diagnostic lithics, and
no subsurface remains. The soils at the site are also
very eroded, with little to no A horizon soils present,
This indicates that the site is superficial and will not
procluce the data sets or have the integrity to address
signiﬁcant reseatch guestions, For these reasons, we
recommend 31FY1066 as not eligible {for the National
Register. No further managernent work is

recommended .

Site 31FY1067 is a prehistoric lithic scatter
located on a forested ridgetop in the western portion of
the tract, near the ]Joundary fence which geparates the
tract from a residential area. The ridge slopes steeply to
the southeast and climbs againto another riclgetop only
300 feet to the east. A deep erosional gully is situated
at the lowest pint of the down slope. The area near the
fence has very little vegdetation, no trees, and at least
75% ground visibility. The elevation of the ridgetop is
920 feet AMSL. The site’s central UTM coordinates
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are N4404930 B562970.

Site 31FY10067 was located during a
pedestrian survey of the area near the fence. A quartz
I)i{:ace, two primary quartz ﬂalzes, five seconcla:y quartz
flakes and a quartz shatter were collected from the
surface. Sixteen shovel tests were plaeecl in the area of
the surface collection and the surrounding wooded area
(Figure 13). Only one shovel test was positive, N200
E200, which produced a rhyolite shatter.

When comparecl tothe general soil (lescripﬁon
for Hiwassee loam with two to six percent slopes, the
shovel tests indicate that the A horizon has been
clepleted or completely eroded, eepeciaﬂy in the area
with no vegetation near the fence. Hiwasse loams
generally have an A horizon of reddish-brown {(SYR3/4)
loam with a depth of up to 7 inches, overlying a dark
red (2.5YR3/6) clay B21t horizon with a depth of up to
32 inches. The B horizon near the fence was exposed
at the sface, with shovel tests containing five to one
inches of A horizon. The construction of the fence
most likely aided in the erosion of the soils on the
ri&getoP, which are extremely susceptillle to erosion in
the Piedmont.

As has been discussed ahove, a site must have
varied and numerous diagnostic data sets to address
research questions, and have good integrity fo be
considered potentially eligible for the National Register.
Site 31FY1067 contains only one type of data, non-
diagnostic lithics, in a setting which indicates that the
site has poor preservation. Itis unlikely that this site
will procluce further artifacts and data sets necessaty to
address significant research questions. For these
reasons, we recommend 31FY 1067 as not eligible for
inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places.
No further management work is recommended.

Site 31FY1068™ is a scatter of historic
artifacts located approximately 300 feet west of site
31EY1067. This site sits on a forested ridge that
slopes steeply to the east. Like site 31FY1067, this
site is located near the fence that separates the tract
from a residential area. There is also little vegetation
near the fence, with ground visibility greater than 75%.
A pile of deadfall was located just south of the site at
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the tree line. An erosional gully is located southwest of
the site and west of the deadfall. Elevation on the ridge
is 940 feet AMSL., The nearest sources of water are a
finger of Grassy Creek, located 1300 fect north of the
site, and Grassy Creek located 1500 feet east of the
site. The central UTM coordinates are N4004930
E563020.

The site was located during a pe&estrian survey
of the area near the fence. After maki.ng a general
surface collection of two milk glass lids and three
poc}cet watch parts, 13 shovel tests were excavated,
ljegi.nning with an east-west line of tests concentrated
in the area of the surface collection (Figure 13). Three
of these tests were positive and one artifact was
recovered from each, inclucling a window glass
ﬁagment, and wo clear glass Eagmen{s. _

Similar to the other sites in this area,
31FY1068* is located on Hiwassee loam. The A
llon'zou, discussed al)ove, was absent in the area near
the fence with no vegetation. Shovel tests conducted
just north of the deadfall had only two to three inches
of A horizon. Like many ridges in the Piedmont, the
soils are very eroded.

Data sets recovered from 31 FY1068** include
lzitchen, architecture, and personal group arﬁfacts,
representing important and sigquicant artifact groups.
However, only eight artifacts were recovered from the
site. While the subsurface artifacts recovered from
shovel testing indicates that the site has some integrity,
the goils in this area are very erocled, with an absence of
the A horizon in some areas of the site. 'The small
number of artifacts recovered does not permit a
discussion of signiﬁcant research questions that the site
may be able to address. Based on the eroded soils, it is
unli.lzely that this site will pmduce artifacts in sufficient
quandtity to answer signiﬁcant research questions. For
these reasons, we recommend site 31FY1068** as not
eligible for inclusion on the National Register. No

{further management work is recommended.

Site 31FY1069 is a small lithic scatter
situated on a riclge near the fence that separates the
tract from the residential neiglﬂjorhooa. The area is
forested with pines and oaks and a dirt road runs south

3d

through the area. The nearest water source is a finger
of Grassy Creek located 1000 feet to the south. The
area south of the site gradua]ly slopes down to this
streamn for about 800 feet when the slope increases
dramatically. The central UTM coordinates are
N4004830 E562350.

This site was located while waueing the dirt
road to access this portion of the tract. Two secondary
quartz flakes were collected from the surface in an area
that measured 60 feet ]Jy 25 feet. Shovel tests were
placecl in the area of the surface collection and on the
east and west sides of the road (Figure 14). Two
positive shovel tests on the west side of the road
proclucecl an interior r_hyolite flake {N200 EQOO) and
a primary thyolite flake (N200 E175).

The soils in this area of the tract also belong
to the Hiwassee loam series. Although the A horizon
was cleple{ecl in the road, the shovel tests revealed very

little depleﬁon of the A horizon.

Site 31 FY1069 contains only lithic data sets,
with a total of four artifacts. The soils in the area away
from the road indicate that there is lilzely to he good
preservation. However, the sparsity of artifacts does
not permit a discussion of significant research
questions, and it is uD]ilzely that the site will produce
more data sets, For these I€asomns, we recommend the
site as not eligible for the National Register. No
further management work is recommended.

Site 31FY1070 is a small lithic scatter
located in a horse pasture at the far western part of the
tract. Two fences geparate the tract from the residential
area and the horse pasture from the remainder of the
tract. The horse pasture is covered in light grass, with
ground visihility between 50 and 75%. 'The horse
pasture sits on a ridge that slopes south towards a ﬁnger
of Grassy Creek, approximately 500 feet to the south
of the site. On the east side of the fence, the area is
wooded with pines and mixed hardwoods. Closer to the
creek, the vegetation includes hardwoods and a thick
underbrush of wetland vegetation. The central UTM
coordinates are N400870 B562020.

The site was located du_ri_ﬂg a pedesh-ian survey
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of the pasture.
Four

{lakes

located in an

quartz

were

area measuring
1,225 [t2
(Figure 18},
No shovel tests
were dug in the
pasture out of
concern for the
Ba{ety of the :
]:Lorses, WlliC]J. I‘ N200 -
were grazing in |

the pasture at
the time of the
survey.

This site is
also located on
Hiwassee loam , |

The B 0 25 50

soils.
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LFigure 14. Map of site 31FY1069.
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The
four non-diagnostic lithics recovered from the site are
too few in number to suggest siguificant research
questions. Based on the eroded soils, and the small
number of subsurface remains at other sites in the
tract, it si 1mlilaely that this site will produce data sets
with the potenﬁal to address significant research
questions. For this reason, we recommend the site as
not eligible for inclusion on the National Register of
Historic Places. No further management work is
recommended.

Site 31FY1071 is a lithic scatter located n on
an east slope face of a ri&ge near the fenced tract
]Jouncla.ry in between sites 31FY 1070 and 31FY1069.
The central UTM coordinates are N4004900
E562700. The nearest water source, a finger of Grassy

Creek, is located 800 feet south of the site. The area
near the fence has no vegetation, result'mg in ground
visihility of greater than 75%. Vegetation in the

near])y forested area comsists of pines and mixed

.I'.‘I.Bl‘dWDOC]S.

The site was found during a pedestrian survey
of the area near the fence. A quartz biface fragment,
two gquariz secondary flakes, and two quartz inferior
flakes were collected from an area measuring 80 feet by
40 feet. Eleven shovel tests placed in two rows through
the surface scatter and into the wooded area proclucecl
no artifacts (Figure 16). ‘

This site is also located on Hiwassee loam. As
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the lack of diagnosﬁc material does not
permit a discussion of signjﬁcant research
questions. The eroded soils and surface
nature of the site suggest that the site will
not produce data sets with the potential to
address sigm'f:icant research questions.

Site 31FY1071 is recommended as not
eligible for inclusion on “the National
Register of Historic Places and no further

management work is recommended.

Site 31FY1072 is a small lithic
scatter located along 2 dirt road on the east
slope face of a riclge 300 feet southwest of

/// a Ei.uger of Grassy Creek. The dirt road is
7 maintained as a access road for the
e-_ surracs soRrren powerli.ues located just west of the site,
' e The vegetation on the east side of the road
\’;‘-’;Eéﬂ-\_ - 0 _m. @ consists of low seconclaiy gorub growtl-t, and
/ e = SCALE N FEET on the west side of the road, thick briar
o e Pa’tcl:les._ The elevation on the slope face is
T 360 feet AMSL. The centrdl UTM
. coordinates are N4004220 E563040.
Figure 15, Map of site 3LFY1070.
As was the
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}Figure 16. Map of site 31FY1071.
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The site was concentrated on the east side of
the road in an area measuring 15 by 55 feet. A general
surface collection produced a primary quartz flake and
three interior quartz flakes. A series of seven shovel
tests were excavated at 25 foot intervals on the east side
of the road in an area of moderate slope (Figure 17).
The slope increases dramaﬁcaﬂyat the point where the
northemnmost shovel test was excavated.

Pacolet clay loam with 15 to 45% slopes, on
which the site is locaied, is a well-drained soil. The A
horizon consists of six inches of dark yenowish-brovm
(10YR4/4) fine sandy loam over a Bl hordzon of
yellowish-red (3YRS/6)sandy clay loam. At site
31FY1072, the A horizon in the road is obviously
completely eroded, while the shovel tests showed at least
three inches of A horizon,

The data sets at 31FY1072 include only four
non~diagnosﬁc lithies, These artifacts are too few in
number and c}:ronological information to suggest
significant research questions. In addition, the lack of
subsurface artifacts suggests that this site will not
procluce sufficient arh'ﬁac’cs, feahu'es, or ot]:er
archaeological materials with the potential to address
significant research questions. For these reasons, we
recommend 31FY1072 as not eligible for inclusion on
the National Register of Historic Places. No further

management work is recommended.

Site 31FY1073* is situated on the west
slope face of a ridge with an elevation of 870 feet
AMSEL. The site was first located on a dirt road as a
scatter of historic artifacts. The dirt road runs rougllly
east-west from the power line maintenance road to the
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\Figu.re 17. Map of site 31FY1072.
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fenced Boundary for the tract, which is located 500 feet
west of the site. In the area of the site, the vegetation
consists of mixed pines and hardwoods with a serub
unclers'l‘:ory on the north Elide, and on the south Bi&e,
vegetation consists of a llarge cedar tree, vinca (or
periwiJ:LHe} around the cedar tree, mixed pines and
]nardwoods, and low serub hms]:t. The nearest water
source is a ﬁnger of Grassy Creek, located 300 feet to
the north. The central UTM coordinates are
N4004460 ES62900,

A general surface collection wag made of the
historic scatter and it was found to cover an area along
the road measuring 350 feet by 20 feet. A total of 21
artifacts were collected from the road’s surface and
include hrown glasa, ame’chyst glass, two aqua glass
Eragmen’cs, clear glass, milk g]ass, ten whitewaze
ﬁagments, two pearlware fragmen’ts, two gray galt glaze
stoneware Eagments, and a brown salt glaze stoneware
fragment. Shovel tests were first placed at 50-foot
intervale on the north and south side of the road to
determine the possﬂ)le subsurface location of the site.
This testing revealed no subsurface artifacts on the
north side of the road, while four positive shovel tests
were excavated on the south side of the road in the
vicinity of the cedar tree {Figure 18). Shovel test
N175 [E150 contained the highest number of
artifacts, inclu&i.ug three clear glass f'ragments, a
whiteware fragment and two nails. N200 E160
procluce:l two clear glass f:agmenta. N200 E200
contained two porcelain fragments, and N200 E22
pro&uce& three whiteware ﬁagment and a red
earthenware Eragment with a brown lead glaze. Based
on the production and mean ceramic dates of the
whiteware and pearlware, it is lilzaly that the site was
occupiecl in the late nineteenth century and per}.laps
early twentieth century. No architectural remnants
were located clu.mlg the survey.

Site 31FY1073* is located on Hiwassee clay
loam with six to ten percent slopes. In genetal, the A
horizon consists of seven inches of reddish-brown
(5YR3/4) loam. The B horizon, a dark red (2.5YR3/6)
clay, occurs down to 32 inches below the surface.
Shovel tests revealed an A horizon that ranged from
two to ten inches helow the surface in the area of the
site, suggesting that there has been erosion and
accumulation of A horizon soils in this area.
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Atotal of 35 artifacts were recovered from the
site, representing the Litchen and architecture artifact
groups. The ceramic data sets indicate that the site was
occupiec{ in the late nineteenth and early twentieth
century,. While there are a number of pertinent
research questions that late nineteenth and early
twentieth century sites can a&c].tess, such research
questions would require a much broader range of data
then we have found at 31FY1073". For example, to
explore site function, it is necessary for the site to yield
more arﬁfacts, fea’cures, and material suitable for
dating. It is aleo necessary for the site to exhibit, at the
very least, some degree of intra-site patterning, perllaps
concentrations of nails or other construction hardware
reflected in surface collections or shovel testing clensi’cy.
While some of these data sets are present, they are too
few in number to exhibit intra-site patterning. Itseems
very un]jleely that the site has the a]:yility to pmvide
additional data sets necessary to address these
questions. Although the site has both surface and
asubgurface remains, the lack of any architectural
remnants or brick suggests that there is very little
potential for recovering in situ remains. For these
reasons, site 31FY1073" is recommended as mot
eligible for the National Register. No further

management work is recommended.

Site 31FY1074 is a small lithic surface
scatterlocated on a ridgetop next to the I)ou.nclary fence
in the southem portion of the tract. The riclge’mp has
an elevation of 850 feet AMSL and slopes steeply to
the goutheast approximately 100 feet east of the fence..
The nearest source of water is a large pond located 300
feet to the east. The wooded area at the site consists of
hardwoods and low scrubby secondary growth, while the
area near the fence has no vegetation and at least 75%
ground visihility. The central UTM coordinates are
N4004020 E563200.

The site was located during a pedestrian survey
of the cleared area near the fence. A general surface

collection of seven artifacts determined that the surface
scatter covered an area measuring 150 feet by 15 feet.
A thyolite Gypsy stemmed point, three secondary
quartz flakes, and three interior quartz flakes were
collected. The Gypsy stemmed point measures 32
m.m. in length and 18 mm in width, and based on
Oliver's {1981:171) research, falls in the accepted
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Figure 18. Map of site 31FY1074.

The data sets
present at 31FY1074
include six non-
cliagnosﬁc lithics and a
Late Archaic point, all
recovered from an
eroded surface. There
are a number of
signi{'ican’c research
questions that can be
asked of a Late Archaic
site  which address
information about group
gize or duration of
occupation, prehistoric
land use , and
subsistence practices.
: Questions  formulated
! from these topics would
w ’ ‘ require a site to have
8.] subsurface remains,
o, .

l large assemljlages, in
/' situ features for dating
: 0 25 50 the site, and varied data
gets poss‘ibly i.uclucli_ng
ethnobotanical or faunal
- materials. Site

31FY1074 does not

SCALE IN FEET

range for Gypsy stemmed points. Thirteen shovel tests
were excavated in the wooded area adjacent to the
surface scatter to determine the extent of the site
{Figure 19). These shovel tests produced no artifacts.

The site is located on Pacolet clay loam with
15 to 46% slopes, on which the site is Iocated, is a well-
drained soil. The A horizon consists of six inches of
dark yellowish-brown (10YR4/4) fine sandy loam over
a Bl horizon of yellowish-red (5YR5/6)sandy clay
loam. Shovel tests at the site indicate that the soils
have eroded s]ig]:x’rly l)y ahout two inches. However, the

B horizon was visible on the surface of the road. This
erosion of the A horizon is probably due to the
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poBSEBR these
requirements, The lack
of subsurface remains indicates that the site will not
procluce further data sets with the poten’cial to address
research questions. For these reasons, 31IFY1074 is
recommended as not eligi]nle for inclusion on the
National Register and no further management work is
recommended.

Site 31FY 1075 is a small lithic scatterlocated
in an erosional gu.uy ona n’dge t]agt slopes southeast to
a finger of Grassy Creck, approximately 200 feet to the
southeast. The elevation along the ridge is 870 feet
AMESL. There is no vegetation in the erosional gully
where the scatter was located, resulting in at least 75%
visihility, if not greater. On the both the northeast and
northwest sides of the gu]]y, the vegetation is priman'ly
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low secanclary gerub vegetation, which turns to mixed
pines and hardwoods at the south end of the guﬂy.
Graduaﬂy, this vegetation turns to hardwoods and
wetland vegetation near the creck. The central UTM
coordinates are N4004280 E563040.

Five artifacts were collected from a 30 foot by
75 foot area in the gully during a pedestrian survey.
These artifacts include four seconaary quartz flakes and
an interior quartz flake, Shovel tests were placed at 25-
foot intervals on the east and west sides of the guﬂy in
an arca that did not have an

exposed ground surface (Figure

Sites 31FY 1076 and 31FY1079 are lithic
scatters located along slope {aces on dirt roads in the
eastern portion of the tract. 31FY1076 is situated on
the southern slope, while 31FY1079 sits on the
northeastern slope, The elevation of the ridge is 850
feet AMSL, while the two sites have elevations of
approximately 840 feet AMSL. The area surrounding
the dirt roads is forested with mixed pines and
hardwoods, and thick hlankets of poison ivy, On the
east side of 31FY1069, a dense pine forest has grown
up in an old feld. The nearest water source is a finger

20). These tests did not produce
any artifacts.

Pacolet clay loam has a
B horizon of yellowish-red
(5YR5/6)sandy clay loam, which
was expoaed at the surface in the
erosional gully, The shovel tests
contained a few inches of the A
horizon, a dark yeﬂowis]n-]arown
{10YR4/4) fine sandy loam, but
generally less than the expected '
six inches, These soils suggest |
that the A horizon on the
rinlgetop hag eroded.
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The data sets present at
31FY1075 include only five |
non-&iagnosﬁc].ithica. Agnoted |
above, the sparse number of
non-diagnostic artifacts such as
these net permit a
discussion of sigm'ﬁcant research
questions. In addition , the
location of the site and the
eroded soils at the site sugddest
that the site will not produce
data sets necessary to address
sign.i:Eicant research questions.
For these reasons, we
recommend 31FY1075 as not
eligible for inclusion on the
National Register. No further

management
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of Grassy Creek 500 feet to the west. Crassy Creck is
located 1000 feet east of the sites. The central UTM
coordinates for 31IFY1076 are N4004210 E563340.
Site 31FY1079'% central UTM coordinates are
N4004290 E563290,

These sites were located during a pedestrian
survey of the dirt roads. Eight artifacts were collected
from 31FY1076 in an area measuring 25 feet by 50
feet. The artifacts include a secondary quartz flake,
four tertiary quartz flakes, and three quartz shatter.

Eleven secondary quartz flakes, six interior quartz flakes
and a quartz shatter were collected from 31FY1079 in
an area measuring 30 feet by 15 feet. Shovel tests were
placed at 265-foot intervals on hoth sides of the road in
an effort to determine the subsurface extent of the sites
(Figure 21). None of these tests produced artifacts.

Both sites are located on Hiwassee clay loam
with six to ten percent slopes. These soils generaHy
have a seven inch A horizon of dark reddish brown
(5YR4..4) loam overlying a dark red (2.5YR3.6) clay B

O
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Figure 21. Map of sites 31FY1076 and 31FY1079,

E176 E200




RESULTS

horizon up to 32 inches below the surface. At both
sites, the B horizon was visible on the road surface.
shovel tests at both sites also revealed a &epleted A
horizon ranging from two to five inches over the B
horizon, The depleted soils and the location of the sites
in the roads suggests that the sites have eroded from
their ori.ginal locations.

Both sites 31FY1076 and 31FY1079 have
non—diagnostic lithic data sets. Such non—diagnoaﬁc
artifacts do not evoke signiﬁca.nt research questions
which the sites will have the potential to answer. In
ad&iﬁon, the location of the sites in the roads and the
lack of subsurface artifacts suggests that the sites will
not produce more data sets with the potenf:ial to address
significant research questions. For these reasons, we
recommend sites 31FY1076 and 31FY1069 as not
eligible for the National Register
of Historic Places. No further

{ests were placetl at 25-foot intervals in a craciform
pattern centering on the surface scatter (Figure 22).
These shovel tests produced no artifacts.

Site 31FY1077 is located on Hiwassee loam
with ten to Bfteen percent slopes. The dark red
(2.5YR3.6} clay B horizon was visible on the surface of
the road, while shovel tests soils indicate that the A
Lorizon, a dark reddish brown (6YR4.4) loam, occur
for only two to four inches below the surface.

The data sets present at the site include seven
non—&iagnosﬁc lithics. Tt i difficult to suggest
significant research questions based on so few non-
diagnostic artifacts. In addition, the location of the
superficial site in an eroded road suggests that the site
will not procluce data sets with the potential to address

management work is
recommended.

Site 31FY1077 is a
small lithic scatter located at the
bottom of a steep slope 200 {ee’c
west of Grassy Creek in the
southern tip of the project area.
The site was located along a dirt
road that runs near the r
powerlines, Vegetation on the
slope included mixed pines and
hardwoods and seconda.ry scrub
grovrl:h. The elevation at the
bottom of the slope is 800 feet
AMSL. The central UTM
coprdinates are N4003750
E563640.

POWER LINES

The site was located
during a pedestrian survey of the
dirt road and surrounding area
under the powe:hnes, which had
surface visibility ranging from 50

ﬂalzes, three tertiary quartz ﬂalzes,
and two quartz shatters were
collected from an area measuring

25 feot by 50 feet. Five shovel

to 75%. Two secondary gquartz ' O NEGATIVE SHOVELTEST
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Figure 22. Map of site 31FY1077,
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signiﬁcant zesearch questions, For these Yeasons, we
recommend 31FY1077 as not eligible for inclusion on
the National Register and no further management work

is recommended.

Gite 31FY1078 & 1078" is a
mulﬁcomponent site located on the southeast slope face
of a ridge with an elevation of 850 feet AMSL in the
eastern porlion of the project area. The site was located
during a pedestrian BUTVEY of a cleated area hetween
three forested areas that slope to the southeast towards
Grassy Creek, located 600 feet to the east. The central
UTM coordinates are N4QO3750 E563440.

Fourteen historic and lkithic artifacts were
collected from an avea measuring 80 feet by 30 feet.
These artifacts include a whiteware ﬁagmen‘r, a brown
saltglaze stoneware Emgment, a quartz BtEace, a primary

quartz flake, three secondary quartz {lakes, and seven
tertiary quartz flakes. These collections prompted
shovel testing in a cruciform pattern centered on the
middle of the surface collection. A total of ten shovel
tests were excavated and two were positive (Figure 23).
Shovel test N200 E200 produced a whiteware
&agment, 2 brown glass ﬁagmen’c, and a quartz shatter.
N200 E175 produced a hrown saltglaze stoneware
Eagment. The surface collection and shovel tests
indicate that the lithic component is mainly represented
on the aurface, while the historic component is
representecl on the both the surface and subsurface.
The only dateable ceramics recovered from the site
include a single whiteware fragment. TUndecorated
whiteware has a mean ceramic date of 1860 and a date
range of 1813-1900, suggesting that the site was
occupied in the late nineteenth to early twentieth
century.

Ni75 -
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Figure 23, Map of site 31FY1078 & 10'78™,
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Hiwassee Clay
loam with six to ten
percent slopes generaﬂy
has an A horizon of
dark  reddish  browm
(5YR4.4) loam
overlying a datk red
(2.6YR3.6) clay B
horizon up to 32 inches
helow the surface. The
B horizon was visible at
the groun& surlace at
the cleared areas of the
site and shovel tests
indicated that the A
horizon soils have been
clepleted by up to five
inches in some areas.

The data sets
present at 3IFY1078
and 1078* include
historic kitchen group
artifacts and non-

25 50 diagnostic lithic

artifacts.  While there

pertinent research
guegtions that late
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nineteenth and eaﬂy twentieth century sites can
address, such research questions would require a much
broader range of data then we have found at
31FY1078 & 1078, For example, to explore site
function, it is necessary for the site to yield more
a.rti{acts, featu.res, and

material suitable for

was once a shght ticlge_ The area is now rela‘cively flat,
except for the srmall hill that the site is Jocated on, and
covered with gparse grass. Despite the grass, surface
visibility ranged [rom 50 to 75 %, and was greater in
areas with large tire ruts. The elevation is 850 feet

dating. It is also o S
necessary for the site to
exhibit, at the very /
leasf:, some degree of 4{
patterning, '
perhaps concentrations
of nails or other ‘ 1
constracton hardware i -
reflected in  surface ‘ ! ]
collections or shovel ! Naso- . }
testing density. None ‘ \
of these data
necessary are present.
Tt seems very unlikely
that the site has the !
a])i]i*:y to Proville the |
data sels necessary in |
order to address these |
questions. Likewise,
the lithic component of
the site has too few ‘
subsurface remains to !
indicate that it will ‘ '
procluce data sets with
the potential to address
signiﬁcant research
questions. For these
reasons, 31FY178 &
1078*" is
recommended as not
eligible for the National
Register and no further
management work is
recommended.
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and leveled area that

Figure 24. Map of site 31FY1080 & 1080*,
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AMBSL. The nearest source of water is Grassy Creek,
700 feet east of the site. The central UTM coordinates
are N4004400 E&63390.

The site was located during a pedestrian survey
of the area and a total of 18 artifacts were collected
from an area measuring 25,000 fi2 (Figure 24). These
artifacts include two whiteware ﬁagments, a rhyolite
biface Eragment, a secon&ary rjlyo]ite ﬂalze, a I‘_}IlyO]itB
interior flake, two quartz primary flakes, six quarkz
seconc]ary flakes, and five quartz interior flakes. The
majority of the surface scatter was located in an eroded
gorge on the southwest side of a small hill. This area
had no vegetation and the B horizon soils were evident
at the surface, so shovel tests were not dug in this area.
Shovel tests were placed in a modified cruciform
pattern across the top of the hill and at the southeast

bottom of the hill. None of these shovel tests produced
artifacts.

The site is located on Hiwassee clay loam with
two to six percent slopes. ln general, these soils have
an A horizon in the upper seven inches of soil helow the
surface of reddish-brown (SYR3/4) loam, overlyinga B
horizon of dark red (2.5YR3/6) clay. As mentioned
a.bove, the B horizon was visible on the surface of the
eroded gorge. The shovel tests revealed that the A
horizon has been &eplete& l)y five inches. This erosion
is most ]jlzely due to the o]learing, and leveling of the

area.

The data sets present at the site include two
historic artifacts and sixteen non-diagnostic lithics.
Both site components contain too few artifacts to
suggest signilt_icant research questions.
The Bupenc:icial nature of the site and the
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Figure 25. Map of site 31FY1081.
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e disturbed area in which the site was located

indicates that the site will not produce data
sets  with the potentiaj to  address
sign.iﬁ'cant research questions. For these
31IFY1080 & 1080 is
recommended as not eligible for the
National Register. No further

management work is recommended.

reasons,

Site 31FV1081 is small lithic
scatter also located in the area that has
been cleared and leveled acliacent o a
cur:eni:ly used borrow pit. The elevation
in this area is 860 feet AMSL, The site
had also been damage& hy 1arge machinery

4/ which left tire ruts, exposing the B

horizon. The ground visihility was 75 to
100%, with only sparse grasses covering
the area. Grassy Creek is the nearest water
source, located 1100 feet to the east. The
central UTM coordinates are N4004400
E563290,

The site was located cluring a
pedestrian survey of the area and a total of
four artifacts were collected from an area
measuring 76 feet by 200 feet {Figure 25).
These artifacts include a primary quartz
flake and three seconclary quartz flakes.
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Seventeen shovel test were placecl in the area of the
surface scatter in an effort to determine the subsurface
extent of the site. These tests produced no artifacts.

Site 31FY1081 is located on Hiwaasee loam
with two to six percent slopes. As mentioned ahove, the
B horizon was visible on the surface of most of the site,
and in areas of sparse vegelation, the A horizon
extended to a clept]:l of ouly two to three inches,
'mciicaﬁng that the four to five inches of the A horizon
have eroded. The leve]ing of the area has most li.leely
caused this erosion and has also d.a.maged the site.

The data sets at 31FY1081 include only a
small number of non-&iagnostic lithics in a clamaged
and exposeé area. This indicates that the site does not
have sufficient data sets necessary to address s-lgniﬁca.nt
research questions and will not procluce data sets with
this potential. For these reasons, we recommend the
site as not e]igilxle for the National Register and no
further management work is recommended.

Fite 31FY1082 is a small lithic scatter
located on the edge of a leveled area next to a borzow pit
that is currently being used. The area is bare of any
vegetation and the B horizon soils are visible at the

ground surface, Grassy Creek is the nearest source of
water, located 1200 feet to the east. The elevation of
the area is 870 feet AMSL. The central UTM
coordinates are N400450 E503270.

The site was located durmg a pec[est‘rian survey
of the area. A primary quartz flake and an interior
thyolite flake were collected from the surface of an area
measuring 80 feet by 50 feet. Bight shovel tests were
excavated in the area of the surface collection in an
effort to determine the subsurface extent of the site

(Figure 20), hut these shovel tests produced no
artifacts,

Hiwassee clay loam with two to six percent
slopes generaﬂy have an A horizon of seven inches. At
this site, the A horizon has been comple’cely eroded,
leaving only B horizon soils, This indicates that the

site has been subject to at least seven inches of erosion. -

Data sets present at 31FY1082 include two
non-diagnosﬁc surface lithics, These artifacts are too
few to suggest significant research questions. The site
also has been clamaged t]:EOugh 1eve1ing and erosion,

malejng it very un]jlzely that the site will produce data
sets necessary to address significant research questions,
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yF‘igul'e 26. Map of site 31FY1082.
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For these reasons, we recommend the site as not
eligible for the National Register and no further

management work is recommended.

Site 31FY1083 iz a small lithic scatter
located on the vertical side of the horrow pit in the
central portion of the project area. The borrow pit is
currently be'mg used. The nearest water souxce is
Grassy Creek, located 800 feet to the east. The central
UTM coordinates are N4004520 E563320.

'The site was located during a pedestrian survey
of the area. The primary quartz flake and seconcla:y
quartz flake were collected from an area measuring 60
feet by 30 feot (Figure 27). It was not possible to
excavate shovel tests on this steep side of the pit, and
o artifacts were found on the level ground a&jacent to
the pit. The soils in this area helong to the Hiwassee

clay loam series with two to six percent slopes.

The data sets at this disturhed site include only
twao ncln-clia.gnostic lithics. These artifacts axe too few
in number to suggest signi.ﬁcant research questions and

the location of the site, on the side of borrow pit,
indicates that the site will not produce data sets with the
potential to address significant research questions. For
these reasons, we recommend the site as not eligible for
the National Register and recommend no further work.

Site 31FY1084™ is a small historic scatter
located on a steep slope face along a dirt road in the
eastern portion of the tract, Both sides of the road
were he.avﬂy forested with oaks, pines and thick blankets
of poison ivy, while the road itself was free of vegetation
and had 100% visibility . Grassy Creek, the nearest
water source, is located 700 feet to the east. The
central UTM coordinates are N4004220 E563400.

One brown saliglaze stoneware, 2 red
earthenware with a brown lead glaze, and two whiteware
fragments were recovered from an area measuting 35
feet by 12 feet (Figure 28). Shovel tests were not
excavated due to the steep slope, but the area was
pedestrian surveyed in an effort to locate any structural
remnants or other historic resources, Nope were

located. The site is located on Hiwassee clay loam with
two to six percent

slopes. The B horizon,
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igure 27, Map of site 31FY1083,
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a dark red (2.5YR3/6)
clay was visible on the
surface of the road.
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The data sets
at the

only four

present
include
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IFigure 28. Map of site 31FY1084"*.

reason, we recommend the site as not eligible for the
National Register and no further management work is
recommended.

Although there were no Historic Resources
located on the tract, a “wagon road” was reported to
have existed in the routhern portion of the project area.
Qur archaeological investigations found no evidence of
such a road. In addition, the intensive historic research
of the area produced 10 mention of the wagon road in
Foray’tll County, The Architectural Survey hranch of
the North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources
had no record of a wagon road in Fomy’ch County
{April Aleprin, personal communication).
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SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The Hanes Mill Landfill Expansion 260 acre
tractin Forsyth County was surveye& in order to locate
and record a.rchae_ological sites and historic resources
present on the tract. The surveys were conducted using
shovel tests along transects spaced at L00-{oot intervals
in 100 or 200-foot increments. In addition, under
conditions of excellent ground v151}3:|]1ty, pe&estrian
gurveys were also undertaken. Sites located cluring the
survey were tested by shovel testing at 25 or 50-foot
intervals.

The survey tract is located in the Piedmont
Plateau in the north-central portion of North Carolina,
The ’copography of the Piedmont is characterized by
genﬂy sloping to mo&erately steep hills with {‘aiﬂy broad
ridges, and dendritic drainage.. ’

The survey tract mclu&e& a variety of natural
and man-made environments, iucluding steep forested
slopes, forested riclgetops, low wetlands, pasture, mixed
pinefhardwood forests, and a borrow pit. The eastem
portion of the tract is bordered l]y Grassy Creek, and
two ﬁngers of the creck run through the tract, creating
the low wetlands.

As a result of the arcllaeological Eurvey of the
Hanes Mill Landfill Expansion tract, a total of 20
archaeological sites were located and recorded. These
sites include Bfteen lithic scatters {31FY1065,
31FY1066, 31FY1067, 31FY1069, 31FY1070,
31FY1071, 31FY1072, 31FY1074, 31FY1075,
31EY1076, 31FY1077, 31FY1079, 315Y1081,
31FY1082, and 31FY1083), three historic sites
(31FY1068", 31FY1073", and 31FY1084**), and
two multi-component sites (31FY1078 & 1078, and
31FY1080 & 1080"). All of these sites are
reconmended as not e]igﬂ:le for inclusion on the
National Register of Historic Places, pending
concurrence by the North Carolina State Historic
Preservation Office. No further work is recommended

£01' tl.leSE resources.

Although we have heen unable to discover any
definitive historical information on the location of the
“Grand Wagon Road,” some individuals have suggested
that remnants may be in the general vicinity of this
project,  Our Geld investigations have not revealed
an)rthing which appears consistent with a historic road.
Consequently, we can make no recommendations
concerning this resource.

It is poseible that archaeological remains,
per]:laps even some short segment of the positecl “wagon
road,” may be encountered in other portions of the
purvey tract tluring constriuction  activities.
Construction crews should be advised to report any
discoveries of concentrations of artifacts (such aa
hattles, ceramics, or projectile points) or brick rubble to
the project engineer, who should in turn report the
material to the North Carolina State Historic
Preservation Office or to the client's archaeologist. No
construction should take place in the vicinity of these
late discoveries until t]zey have been examined Ly an
arcllaeologist

51



HANES MILL LANDFILL EXPANSION SURVEY




1983

SOURCES CITED

A]JlJO‘HZ, Lawrence E., Jr. and I Ned Woodall

An  Archacological Survey of the
Greater Winston-Salem 201 Facilities
Praject — Grassy Creek Interceptor.
Archaeology Laboratories, Museum
of Man, Wake Forest University,
Winston-Salem.

Abbott, Lawrence B., Jr., John 8. Cable, Mary Beth
Reed, and Brica E. Sanborn

1995

An A:c]zaeo]ogica] Survey and Testing
of the McLean-Thompson Property
Lam)’Ac‘qufoﬁon, and the Ambulatory
Health Care Clinic Project, Fort
Bragg, Cumberland County, North
Carolina. Technical Report 349,
New South Associates, Stome
Mountain, Georgia.

A.uderson, David G.

1940

1902a

1992b

A Norh American Paleoindian
Projec’cﬂe Point Database. Current
Research in the Pleistocene 7:67-69.

A History of Paleoindian and Early
Archaic Research in the South
Carolina Area. In Pakoindian and
Ear{y Aschaic Period Research in the
Lower Southeast: A South Carofina
Perspective, edited l)y David G.
Anderson, Kenneth E. Sassaman,
and Christopher Judge, pp. 7-18.

Council of South Carolina
Professional Archaeologists,
Columbia.

Models of Palecindian and Early
Archaic Settlement in the Lower
Southeast. In Pafeoindian and Harly
Archaic Pariod Research in the Lower
Southeast: A South

Carolina

Perspective, edited by David G.
Anderson, Kenneth E. Sassaman,
and Christopher Judge, pp. 28-47.

Council of Sowth Carolina
Professional Archaeologists,
Columbia.

Brennan, Louis A.

1982

A Compilation of Fluted Points of
Eastern North America by County
and Distribution: An AENA
Project.A.rchacofogy o)(Easl‘em North
Ameriza 10:27-46,

Brooks, Richard D. and David Colin Crass

1991

Cable, John 8.
1982

A Desperate Poor Country: History
and Settlement Patterning on the
Savannah River Site, Aiken and
Baruwell Counties, South Carolina.
Savannah River Archaeological
Research Papers  2.0Occasional
Papers of the Savannah River
Archaeological Research Program,
South Carolina Institute of
Archaeology and  Aunthropology,
University of South Carolina.

Differences in Lithic Assemblages of
Forager and Collector Strategies. In
Archaeological Survey and
Reconnaissance Within the Ten-Year
Floodpool Harry S. Truman Dam and
Reservoir, edited by Richard Taylor.
Report Submitted to the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers, Kansas City
District

Canouts, Veletta, and Albert C. Goodyear

1085

Lithic Scatters in the South
Carolina Piedmont. In Structure and

53




HANES MILL LANDEILL EXPANSION SURVEY

Process in Southeastern Arcliaeoiogy,
edited by R. S. Dickens, Jr. and

H.T. Ward, pp. 180-194.
University of Alabama Press,
University.

Cha.pman, Ieﬁerson

1977

1985a

1985h

Coe, Joffre L.

1952

Coe, Joffre L.

n.d.

1964

Archaic Period Research in the Lower
Little Tennessee River Valley, 1075:
Icchouse Bottom, Harrison Branch,
Tllirty Acre Isiand, Caﬁozmy Island.
Report of  Investigations 18.
University of Tennessee, Knoxville.

Archaeology and the Archaic Period
in the Southern Ridge-and-Valley
Province. In Structure and Process in

Southeastern Archaeology, edited by
Roy S. Dickens and H. Trawick

Ward, pp. 137-179. The University
of Alabama Press, University.

Tellico Archaeology: 12,000 Years of
Native American History. Reports of
Investigations 43, Occasional Paper
&5.  University

KILOXV’iJlG f

of Tennessee,

The Cultural Sequence of the
Carolina Piedmont. In Arc}meo}ogy
a)( the Eastern United States, edited
by James B. Griffin, pp. 301-311:
University of Chicago
Chicago.

Press,

The Poole Site: Ra.nclolph County.
Ms. on file, Research Laboratories of
Anthropology, University of North
Carohna, Cllapel Hill.

The Formative Cultures of the Carofina
Piedmont. Transaction of the
American  Philosophical Saciety
54(5).

Coe, Joffre L., editor

1998

Toun Creck Tndian Mound: A Native
American  Legacy. University of
North Carolina Press, Chapel Hill.

Dan_iel, 1. Randolph, Jr.

1992

DeBow, J.D.B.
1854

Early Archaic Settlement in the
Southeast: A North Carolina
Perspective. In Pakoindian and Barly
Archaic Period Rescarch in the Lower
Southeast: A  South Carolina
Perspective, edited l)y David G.
Anderson, Kenneth E. Sassaman,
and Christopher Judge, pp. 68-

77.Council of South Carolina
professional Archaeologists,
Columbia.

Statistieal View a)( the United States.
A.Q.P. Nicholson, Washington,
D.C

Dickens, Roy 8., Jr.

1976

Clwrolzee Preln'sfory: The Pisgah
 Phase in the Appafac[u'an Summit
Region. University of Tennessee

Press, Knoxville.

Dickens, Roy 8., Jr., I. Trawick Ward, R.P. Stephen

Davis, Jr.
1987

The Siouan Project: Seasons [ and IT.
Research Laboratories of
Anthropology, University of North
Carolina, Cllapel Hill.

F‘erguson, Lelanv:l G.

1971

South Appalachian Mississippian.
Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation,
University of North Carolina at
Chapel Hill. University Microfilms,
Ann Arhor.

Ferguson, Terry A.

1930

Prehistoric Soapstane Procyrement in
Northwestern  South  Carolina.
Unpublished M.A. Thesis,




SOURCES CITED

Department of Anthropology,
University of Tennessee, Knoxville.

FriesrAdeIaicle, Stuart Thurman Wﬁght, an&]. Edwin
Hendricks
1976 Forsyth: The History of a County on
the March. University of North
Carolina Press, Chapel Hill,

Cade, Ole, H. Daniel Stillwell, and Art Rex
1986 North  Carofina:  People  and
Bnvironments. GEO-APP, Boone,
North Carolina.

Goodyear, Albert c., Jol1n H. House, and Neal W.
Ackerly
1979 Laurens-Anderson: An Archaeological
Sfml’y of the Inter-Riverine Piedmont.
Anthropological  Studies 4,
Qccasional Papers of the Institute of
Archaeology and  Anthropology,
University of South Carolina,
Columbia.

Gunn, Joel D. and Kathy Wilson.

1993 Archaeological  Data Recovery
Investigations at Sites 38CTHL and
38CTE8 Along the S.C. Jefferson
Bypass, Ci!esteq[ienu County, South
Carolina. Garrow and Associates,
Raleig['l. Submitted to the S.C.
Department of Highways and Public
Transportation, Columbia.

Lee, W.D.
1934 Narff: Carolina Hrosion Survey.
U.S.D.A,, Soil Conservation
Service, Washington, D.C.

Michie, James L.
1977 Earfy Man in South Carolina.
Honor's  Thesis, Department of
Anthropology, University of South
Carolina.

Mooney, James

1894  The Siouan Tribes of the Hast.

Bulletin 22. Smithsonian
Institution, Bureau of Ethnology,
Washington, D.C.

Oliver, Billy L.
1981  The Piedmont Tradition: Refinement
of the Savannakh River Stemmed Point
Type. Unpu]:uhsherl Master's thesis,
Department of Anthropology,
University of North Carolina,
Chapel Hill.

1985 Tradition and Typology: Basic
Elements of the Carolina Projectile
Point Sequence. In Structure and
Process in Southeastern Archaeology,
edited by Roy 8. Dickens and H.
Trawick Ward, pp. 195-211. The
University of Alabama Press,
University.

1992 Settlements of the Pee Dee Culture,
Unpublished Ph.D. Dissertation,
University of North Carolina at
Chapel Hill, University Microfilms,
Ann Arhor.

Peck, Rodney M.

1988  Clovis Points of Barly Man in North
Carolina. Asmerican Am‘f:rapofogist
12:425-433.

Perkingon, Phil
1971 North Carolina Fluted Points:
Survey Report Number One.
Southern Indian Studies 23:3-40.

1973  North Carolina Fluted Points:
Survey Report Number Twa.
Southern Indian Studies 25:3-60.

P}:lelps, David S.
1983  Archaeology of the North Carolina
Coast and Coastal Plain: Problems
and Hypotheses. In The Prel:isiary of
North Carolina: An Arcflaeofogfca]
Sytnposium, edited by Mark A,
Mathis and Jeffrey J. Crow, pp. 1-

55




52. North Carolina Division of
Archives and History, Department
of Cultural Resources, Raleigh.

Reid, James Jellerson, Jr.
1967  Pee Dee Pottery from the Mound at
Town Creck. Unpublished M.A.
thesis. Department of Anthropology,
University of North Carolina at
Chapel Hill.

Rights, Douglas L.
1947 The American Indian in  North
Carofina. Johm F. Blair, Winston-
Salem, North Carolina.

Robertson, Stanley M.
1960  Soil Survey Forsyth County, North
Carofina. USDA, Soil Conservation
Service, Washington, D.C.

Sassaman, Kenneth E.
1983 Middle and Late Archaic Settlement in
the South Carolina Diedmont.
Unpublished Master's thesis.
Department of Ant]:tropology,
University of Sowth Carolina,
Columbia.

1993  Harly Pottery in the Southeast:
Tradition and Innovation in Coaier'ng
Technology. University of Alabama

Press, University.

1995 The Cultural Diversity of
Interactions Among Mid-Holocene
Societies of the American
Southeast. In Native American
Interactions: M u]t:'scdn’arAnafyses and’
Interpretations in  the Hastorn
Woodlands, edited by M. S.
Nassanmey and K. E. Sassaman.
University of Tennessee Press,

Knoxville.

Sassaman Kenneth E. and David G. Anderson
1990  Typology and Chronology. In Native

56

_HANES MILL LANDEIL], EXPANSION SURVEY

American Pre]ﬁ.gfory o]( the Middl
Savannah River Va”ay, edited l)y
Kenneth E. Sassaman, Mark J.
Brooks, Glen T. Hanson, and David
G.  Anderson, pp. 143-216.
Savannah River Archaeological
Research Publication 1. South
Carolina Institute of Archaeclogy
and Anthropology, University of
South Carolina, Columbia.

1994  Middl: and Late Archaic
Archaeological  Records of  South
Carolina: A Synthesis for Research
and Resource Management. Council
of South Carolina Professional
Archaeologists, Columbia.

Saegaman, Kenneth E., Mark J. Brooks, Glen T.
Hanson, and David G. Anderson
1990  Native American Prehistory of the
Middle Savannah River Valley.
Savannah River Archaeological
Research Publication 1. South
Carolina Institute of Archaeclogy
and Anthropology, University of
South Carolina, Columbia.

Service, Elman R,
1966 The Hunfers. Prentice-Hall,
Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey.

Simpkins, Daniel L. And Gary L. Petherick
1986 Second Phase Investigations of Late
Aboriginal Settlement Systems in the
Eno, Haw, and Dan River Drainages,
North Carolina. Research
Laboratories of Anthropology,
University of North Carolina,
Chapel Hil,
South, sta.nley
1959 A Study of the Prehistory of the
Roanoke Ropids  Basin. Master's
thesis, Department of Sociology and
Anthropology, University of North
Carolina, Chapel Hill.




SQURCES CITED

State Board of Agriculture
1890 Nortll Carokﬂa a}lJItS RESOHTC‘QS- M.
L. &]. C. Stewart Public Printers,
Winston-Salem.

Tippitt, V. Ann, and William H. Marquardt
1982 A Preliminary Report of the First
Excavation Season at the Cregg
Shoals Site (9EB259), Elbert
County, Georgia. South Carolina
Antiquities 14:1-24,

Trimble, Stanley W.
1974 Man-IuJucea’ Soil Frosion on the
Southern Piedmont, 1700-1970. Soil

Conservation Society of America,
Ankey, Iowa.

Ward, H. Trawick

1983 A Review of Archaeology in the
North Carolina Piedmont: A Study
of c}:la.nge. In The Prefn'stary of
North Carolina: An Arci:ae.o.’ogr’cai
Symposium, edited I)y Mark A.
Mathis and Jeffrey J. Crow, pp. 53-
82, North Carolina Division of
Archives and History, Raleigh.

Ward, H. Trawick and Joffre L. Coe
1976  Archacological Excavations at the Site
o)( Gw'lfff:lra' Courthouse. Research
Laboratories of Anthropology,
University of North Carolina,
Chapel Hill.

Walthall, ]o]:n A
1980  Prehistoric Indians of the Southeast:
Arcl:aeo}ogy of Alzbama. University

of Alabama Press, Tuscaloosa

Wi]liams, S’cep]:ten B. (egﬁtor)
1965  The Paleoindian Era: Proceedings of
the 20th Southeastern
Archaeological Conference.

Sout}’reastem Arc]laeollogica/
Conference Bulletin 2.

Wilson, Jack H., Jr.

1983 A Stua’y o][ the Late Prehistoric,
Protohistoric, and Historic Indians af
the Carolina and Virginia Picdmont.
Ph.D. Dissertation, University of
North Carolina at Chapel Hill.
University Microfilms, Ann Arbor,

Woodall, J. Ned and David 5. Weaver
1990 Afc!:aeafogical Investigations in the
Yadkin  River Vailley 108187,
Publication No. 25, North Carolina
A'_tc]:laeological Counail, Raleigll.

Woodall, J. Ned, David 8. Weaver, and Lisa G. Eppley
1984 The Donnaha Site: 1073, 1975
Fxcavations. Publication Number
22. North Carolina Archaeological

Cou.ucil, Raleigll.

57




	00010935
	00010936
	00010937
	00010938
	00010939
	00010940
	00010941
	00010942
	00010943
	00010944
	00010945
	00010946
	00010947
	00010948
	00010949
	00010950
	00010951
	00010952
	00010953
	00010954
	00010955
	00010956
	00010957
	00010958
	00010959
	00010960
	00010961
	00010962
	00010963
	00010964
	00010965
	00010966
	00010967
	00010968
	00010969
	00010970
	00010971
	00010972
	00010973
	00010974
	00010975
	00010976
	00010977
	00010978
	00010979
	00010980
	00010981
	00010982
	00010983
	00010984
	00010985
	00010986
	00010987
	00010988
	00010989
	00010990
	00010991
	00010992
	00010993
	00010994
	00010995
	00010996
	00010997
	00010998
	00010999

